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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS: 

This Amendment is in response to the Office Action mailed 07/2W05. By said Action, Claims 1-5 and 7- 
9 were rejected under 35 U.S.a 112; Claims 14-16 and 20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Onishi (US 6225798. fig.5-7) in view of Onishi (US 6225798. fig. 8 and 5) (Ref. 
AD). 

By this Amendment the specification has been amended to overcome the lack of enablement rejection. 
Furthemiore, Claim 1 has been amended, Oaim 14 has been amended and Claims 15,16 have been 
canceled (incorporated into daim 14). 

Fig. 2 has been amended to insert amiws between 122 and 124, and 122 and 126 for a clearer 
Indication of first and second connections. A Replacement Sheet of the amended Fig. 2 is enclosed. 

No new matter is deemed to have been added by way of these amendments. 

S 112 - Relaction fbr Falling to Comply with the Enablement Requirement 

The Examiner asserts thai "a second oonnecBon" in claim 1 1s not enabling from the disclosure because 
it is not described in the specification or in the drawings (particularly in elected fig. 2-3). The Examiner 
further asserts that loader/unloader 150 of fig. 2-3 cannot be a second connection because it is 
individually claimed in claim 4 (and hence it is different from a second connection); wherein daim 4 
depends frm\ daim 3, 2 and 1. Therefore, a second connection as daimed is not dear from the daim 
the specification or drawing to malce and use the invention. Dependent dalms 2-5 and 7-9 are also 
rejected t>ecause they depend from rejected daim 1 . 

The Applicant disagrees with the Examiner's objection that "a second connectjon" in daim 1 is not 
enabling from the disdosure because it is not described in the specification or in the drawings. The first 
connectbn and the second connection are illustrated in fig. 2 of the drawings, wtiere connectors 
connecting 122 and 124 are operated as a first connection and where connectors that connect 122 and 
126 are operated as a second connection. Both first and second connections are inside switch 120. To 
darify this point, the Applicant amended daim 1 and increased the arrows for dearer indicator In fig. Z 
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description to recite at least two device Interfaces ^ch of which is connectable to the tester interface 
through a switch, we call this connection a first connection, and each of which Is connectable to a 
corresponding group of electronic devices through a same switch but different connector, we call this 
connection a second connection. 

The connections are also illustFated in description [0042], which recites a switch which is operable to 
alternate the electrical connection 128 from connectors 122-124 (fink to position A I.e. first connection) 
to connectors 122-126 (link to position B La second connectton). Connector 124 is electrically con- 
nected to the first test socket 130 and the second test sock^ 230. 

In view of the above, the amended dalm 1 shouki now be oonsUered clear arKi albwable. 
Dependent claims 2-5 and 7-9 should rKyw be considered allowable also. 

S 103fa^ Obviousness Relections 

1) Claim 14-16 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a} as being unpatentable over Onishi (US 
6225798, fig. 5-7) In view of Onishi (US 6225788. fig. 8 and 5). 

To distinguish the claimed invention over US Patent 6,225,798, the applicant has incorporated dalms 
15 and 16 into daim 14 as below and cancelled claims 15 and 16: 

Claim 14 now redtes a method of autonnatically testing electronic devices conrq3rislng the steps of: 
In a primary test cyde, 

a) loading a first group and a second group of dectionte devices to a first and a seccxid test 
socket. 

b) connecting the first group of electronic devices to a tester internee for testing; 

c) disconnecting the first group of electronic devices from the tester Interface upon completion of 
the testing; 

d) connecting the second group of electronic devices to the tester interface for testing, 

e) disconnecting the second group of electronic devices from the tester interface upon completion 
of the testing. 
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f) unloading the first group and the second group of electronic devices from the first and the 
second test sockets, 
wherein the steps (c) and (d) are simultaneously operable. 

Claim 15 is Incorporated as element a). 

Claim 16 is incorporated as element f). 

A test handling apparatus as redted in the amended daim 14. of the present invention has a primary 
test cyde. Indude loadino/unloadinQ. at least the two device interfeioe, one tester interface and the at 
least two device Interface is alternately connectaUe. and the at least two device Interfaces receive a 
corresponding group of eledronic devices at sul>stantial[y the same time, but are tested on altemate 
t)asis. i.e. testing second group device after tested first group device. The Applicants invention works 
on parallel moving and series testing. To darify this point and distinguish over US Patent 6,225,798, the 
applicant has amended t o incorporate daims 15, 16 into dalm 14. 

In view of the above, the amended daim 14 should now be considered allowable and novel over AD. 
Claims 15, 16 are now cancelled. 

If the Examiner has any further questions, or believes that a telephone interview would be help^l to 
the advancement of the prosecution of the subject applteadon, a telephone call to the undersigned 
would be appredated. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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